Box 82 Squankum Road 
Howell, New Jersey 07731 
November 15, 1975 



Dr. John K. Lattimer, M.D., Sc.D. 

Professor, and Chai man- , , . r ‘ s .--„ v .- 
Depa rtment of Urology" ■’ , : ,1 - . •’ . 

College of Physicians of Columbia University 

620 West. 163tn Street ; ... - fZ . ; . 

Hew York, Mew- York. 10032 l r T .* : " 

Dear Dr. Lattimer: 



. r , 5 ; When- the F.B. I received the Carcano, the mount’ was ' 

loose and Special. Agent Frazier supposed that the scope had been 
removed during the time which- the weapon was being examined for 
fingerprints by the Dal las Pol i ce: Department . On the range, where, 
he along with agents Cunningham and Killion test fired the rifle,' 
it was discovered that the elevation and windage adjustments of , ' 
the scope were not’ such.: that the point aim could be moved to ’ 
the point of Impact ( 3H405). ' ,Fu the more, the spring mounting l - 
which held the crosshair would not stab 11 ze until five or six 
shots had been. fired (3H405-406) . , So, the, opinion of the F.B.J 
expert (Frazier ) was that the type of scope which was mounted 
on the rifle ( which was actually designed for use of .22 caliber 
type rifles.) was inadequate to begin with. 



The F.B. I., range tests were conducted at distances of 
fifteen, twenty- five and one hundred yards and the results shovyed 
Ijn part, that the. hits on the targets grouped on an average, four 
to five inches high and one to two inches to the right of the aim- 
ing point with the group being three to five inches In diameter 
( 3H390-A41 Frazier ). The Army next tested the Carcano and they 
are. the ones, who found It necessary to add the metal shims to the 
scope, -usui ng three ^ of. them ( 3H441.-45I ) - - •; ; ■- run- 



V-^T* Al 1-though the experts felt that firing on a moving target 
would require a bit of guess work, they felt that accuracy could be 
achei ved with a considerable- amount of practice. However, no where. 
I n the .Corami ssions report, i s,;I t establ i shed that Oswald even had - “ 
one practise session with ! -the rifle, let alone many which would, / 
have been needed. - As -to his marksmanship record in the Service, ’ 
having undergone si rai l ar. -tral ni ng nrysel f ,, I know that 1 1 I s poss- 
ible for even someone, who, has never. fi red a weapon bef o re , ta' .* 
do qui te wet I when being under the 'expert instruction of the 
range personnel plus class room instruction as well. . Such records,, 
can rot be used as a guide in determining what his abilities were I 
so«Tse four years plater, after his discharge. . You may know as l do, : 
that regular practice ; is needed to maintain your shoot i ng ski 1 1,. „ - 
In addition 0 ’ 1 feel sure that there must have been emotional strain 
which caraejntd play during the Assassination which is another V 
factor that can not necassarly be duplicated on a target range. . 
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• / Enclosed with my letter is a copy of my latest letter 
f rom Wi nchester-Western in which they state that it has now been 
v determined that the only 6.5 Carcano ammo manufactured by them 
was In 1954 and that their earlier statement about the WW II ammo 
was i ricorrect . If as i would now assume, we are dealing with one 
bullet: design, there sould be no difference between the various 
bul lets, concerning thei r penetration character! sties, as relates 
j to deformat ion. in the target medi um. c ; , n- r ,..' 

t, _ As to the H - cup ro- nickel " business, i t was first brought 
a- to light by the H. P. White laboratory ! n correspondence wi th-me, 
v: copies of which are also enclosed. ; Personally, 1 have no idea how 
•they came up with that particular type of bullet but-being that 
■: they were experts i n : the field of ba 3 1 j sti cs; ^ 1 assumed that they 
knew what they were talking about. They- were^also responsible for 

• the : " steel -jacketed " bullets being mentioned. I can only go by 

• what the 11 experts 11 tel! -me, right? i If you should find that you 
V, ; still have some of the ammo previously written about, I would like 

to pay you for some of it, so that I, may conduct tests on wood as 
^ suggested by you, and be sure of working with the exact velocities 
rather than handloading based upon reference manuals. Also, I 
would very much like to know at what range the tests were conducted 
In which the 47” pine board penetration was recorded.-:- ; \s 

■ 1 very much appreciate the two photo prints relating to 

your tests on the head (s) and find them to be of much interest. 

1 had seen this rearward blast in spark shadowgrams which appeared 
in the text recommended by Dr. Olivier but was surprised by the 
rearward movement of the head which was unexpected. Now, I am 
looking for a way to fife a 11 melon, " shot so that ! can study 
the blast and movement myself. I believe your film is 16mm no? 

Could you tell me at how many frames per second the film was Tun- 
ing through your camera and how far; from the head, the muszle of 
the rifle was? 

As 1 compared your photos with Zapruder head shot sequence 
as shown in the black and white reproductions of C£:885 ( 18E1-8Q ) 

I immediately noticed that the magnitude of the blast in your film 
js almost four times greeter than than whown in Z-313 plus, there 
is no evidence of any rearward blast such as is to he seen in your 
film or in the shadowgrams. How would you explain this difference? 

The pavement hits on Elm Street are mentioned in the state 

rrtents and testimony of three witnesses as far as I can tell. On was 

Mrs. Donald Baker.who observed something strike the pavement and was 
considered to be in line wi th the steps which lead from the sidewalk 

up to the north pergola. Mrs. Baker was sure that this hit occured 

prior to the time she heard the second report { CE: 1381 .22E635 ). 
Another wi tness to such a hit was Austin Miller who was standing on 
railroad overpass. He saw a shot strike the pavement ahead of the 
car ( C£:2GG03, 24E217 }. Last but certainly not least, was.... 
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Rnvce Skelton who was standing alongside Miller, on the ralaroad 
o?eroasJ: SkeuSn saw "two" Shots strike the pavement, one to the 
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.L aue u^j ro have been very low Indeed and therefore, to me at least, 

U seems SuSSll that ™ch a ^ s 9-nt * U Id have conserved enough 
„„ i. n rrp3 f P the debris reported by the witnesses, oy tne way, 

a public roadway, 

. _j_ thanks for vour letter and the photos and if in 

corresponding with others concerns ng the bullet jacket business or any 
fhfnl else wltbh you feel would be of interest to me, I would be most 
appreciative for your kind considerat ion. 



SI nee re 1 



Emory L Srown, dr 5 





